Ustinia Dolgopol and Judith Gardam (eds.) , The Challenge of Conflict, This evolution towards a greater willingness to prosecute those responsible for mass crimes may perhaps be more apparent than real. It can be argued that decisions about how to deal with transitional justice issues reflect the particular conflict circumstances rather than any change in attitude of the international community. However, I would argue that both play a role, mediated by the interests and capacities of the local community involved.
The move towards legal justice for the perpetrators of war crimes, crimes against humanity and genocide may also be seen as a movement from below -from the survivors of these mass crimes who are living with the trauma and open wounds that require psychological as well as physical healing. Policies of impunity ignore the effects of individual and collective trauma and the unmet need for justice in societies attempting to rebuild in the aftermath of mass violence.
However, even when legal trials are held, they may fail to engage with the local population as actors or participants who have needs and perceptions, rather than as passive recipients of 'justice' as defined by others.
In this paper I firstly analyse the evolution in the international approach towards transitional justice and the various factors that contribute to decisions about pursuing accountability versus amnesties. Rather than attempt to evaluate the advisability or efficacy of the different approaches, I concentrate on how peacebuilding goals are affected by the motivations and methodology of the decision-making process. It is important to see decisions about transitional justice as part of a peacebuilding process that aims to meet human needs and transform relationships. I argue that engagement with the local population is critical in this process as supported by evidence from my field research in Cambodia and Rwanda, as well as a preliminary analysis of experiences in former Yugoslavia, East Timor, Sierra Leone, Afghanistan and Iraq.
Accountability vs Amnesties
In the aftermath of mass violence, societies may choose various options for dealing with transitional justice. These options include, but are not limited to, criminal trials, amnesties, truth commissions, lustration laws, compensation, rehabilitation, memorials and indigenous justice or reconciliation processes.

In 1995, Neil Kritz of the US Institute of Peace produced a massive threevolume study of transitional justice, including detailed studies of twenty-one countries and discussion of the issue from political, historical, legal, psychological and
